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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 1-22 are presented for examination. 

2. Acknowledgment is made of the information disclosure statement received on 
September 23 rd , 2002. 



Claim Objections 

3. Claims 1-10 are objected to because of the following informalities: In line 5 of 
claim 1, the claim should read "if the message is not delivered...". Appropriate 
correction is required. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 



(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1-5, 7-15, and 17-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Lawrence (US Patent No 6,628,935). 

As to claim 1 , Lawrence teaches an apparatus for sending a message to a 
wireless device over a wireless network, the apparatus comprising: a gateway for 
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receiving the message transmitted over an external network in communication with the 
gateway, the message including a deletion instruction to delete the message if the 
message not delivered to the wireless device, for attempting to deliver the message to 
the wireless device over the wireless network, and for carrying out the deletion 
instruction by deleting the message.(Abstract; Fig 1 ; col 3, lines 1-20; col 6, lines 16-56) 

Claims 1 1, 12, 13, and 19 contain similar limitations as claim 1 above and are 
thus rejected under similar rationale. 

As to claim 2, Lawrence teaches the apparatus of claim 1 , wherein the gateway 
transmits the message over the external network when the deletion instruction is carried 
out.(col 1, lines 16-32; col 3, lines 1-20) 

Claim 14 is essentially the method for the above-mentioned claim and is thus 
rejected under similar rationale. 

As to claim 3, Lawrence teaches the apparatus of claim 1 , wherein the gateway 
comprises a database for storing the message, (col 3, lines 34-61) 

As to claim 4, Lawrence teaches the apparatus of claim 3, wherein the database 
has a directory structure for associating the wireless device with the message, (col 3, 
lines 34-61) 

As to claim 5, Lawrence teaches the apparatus of claim 1 , wherein the message 
is a text message. (col 1, lines 16-32) 

As to claim 7, Lawrence teaches the apparatus of claim 1 , wherein the deletion 
instruction is in a header of the message. (col 3, lines 6-34) 
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Claim 17 is essentially the method for the above-mentioned claim and is thus 
rejected under similar rationale. 

As to claim 8, Lawrence teaches the apparatus of claim 1 , wherein the external 
network is the lnternet.(col 1 , lines 1 5-32) 

As to claim 9, Lawrence teaches the apparatus of claim 1 , wherein the wireless 
device is a pager.(col 1, line s15-32; col 3, lines 1-20) 

As to claim 10, Lawrence teaches the apparatus of claim 1 , wherein the gateway 
attempts to deliver the message to the wireless device over the wireless network at a 
predetermined time. (col 6, liens 16-56) 

Claim 18 is essentially the method for the above-mentioned claim and is thus 
rejected under similar rationale. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 6 and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Lawrence (US Patent No. 6,628,935) as applied to claims 1 and 14 above, and further 
in view of Hung (US Patent No 6,722,143). 

As to claim 6, Thorne teaches the apparatus of claim 5. However, Lawrence 
does not explicitly indicate that the instructions are contained in the text message. 
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Hung teaches the management of text messages on wireless devices, such as 
pagers, over Internet communications. Furthermore, a communication terminal, upon 
receipt of a message, may parse the received message for specific 
instructions/keywords, (col 1, lines 13-56; col 2, line 45) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to incorporate the teachings of Hung into those of Thorne to make the system 
more manageable. The sheer number of messages a user may receive with the advent 
and progress of innovative technology may overwhelm them. Also, the sender's and 
the receiver's system may or may not be standardized/proprietary. Thus the content of 
the messages may take many forms. It would be advantageous to provide a method for 
uniformly managing these messages.(Hung: col 1, lines 13-24; col 2, lines 10-23) 

Claim 16 is essentially the method for the above-mentioned claim and is thus 
rejected under similar rationale. 

Conclusion 

6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Asad M Nawaz whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
3988. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8-4:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Hosain Alam can be reached on (571 ) 272-3978. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

AMN 



HOSAIN ALAM 

SIF'^SQ'^ PATENT EXAMINER 



